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The mere fact that a case falls within one of the Anti-Injunction Act's exceptions does not 
relieve the federal court litigant from showing equitable entitlement to an injunction. 


The mere fact that a case falls within one of the Anti-Injunction Act's exceptions! to the general 
prohibition against federal court injunctions of state court proceedings” does not relieve the federal 


court litigant from showing equitable entitlement to the injunction.” The federal court is still 
restrained by the principles of equity, comity, and federalism in determining the propriety of an 


injunction of state court proceedings“ even though the federal court proceeding was commenced 


prior to the state court proceeding.” 
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More specifically, even where an injunction against state court action is authorized by one of 
the exceptions to the Anti-Injunction Act, the extraordinary relief of an injunction of state court 
proceedings must be supported by traditional equitable requirements such as irreparable harm for 


which there is no adequate remedy at law.° In turn, any injunction against state court proceedings 
which is otherwise proper under general equitable principles must be based on one of the specific 


statutory exceptions to the Anti-Injunction Act if it is to be upheld.’ 


Criminal prosecutions. 


Even assuming the case falls within one of the exceptions to the Anti-Injunction Act, federal 
injunctive intervention in a pending state court criminal prosecution is justified only in exceptional 
circumstances, namely, where irreparable injury is both great and immediate, where state law is 
flagrantly and patently violative of express constitutional prohibitions, or where there is a showing 


of bad faith, harassment, or other unusual circumstances that would call for equitable relief. A 
federal court should almost never enjoin a state criminal proceeding, given principles of comity 


and the need to avoid unwarranted determinations of federal constitutional law.” 
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